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are a revelation from God to man. And if the 


j|evidences and proof, which we shall produce 





| Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments mode of being, can no more be unnecessary, 


than a knowledge of the things relative to 
man’s present state and mode of being can be 


Our correspondent says, ‘‘ I do not seein favour of this declaration, is as great, or) unnecessary and useless to him, in, and during 
sufficiently clear to believe the Scriptures to greater, than the evidence he hus at any time his present state and mode of being. We 


be a revelation from God.”’ 


We would sug- received as satisfactory proof of the existence presume that Deists will not deny this, so long 


gest to him the propriety of making out a/of any thing, or principle, among men, we shall as they pretend, that nature teaches man a 


schedule of every thing, that he believes on 
evidence, other than that, which his own per | 


sonal knowledge and experience have convinc- 
ed him is true. Is there any thing which he| 
believes, and which he never saw with his| 
eyes, or felt with his hands, or heard with his 
ears? Is he in the habit of refusing his assent) 


be justified in demanding of him a reason for, 
of a class of infidels who pretend to deny the 


his refusing his assent to their truth, and he 


will forfeit all claims to rationality and con-| 
sistency if he refuses to give it, or, if when) 
given, it shall not be sufficient to justify his 


conduct. 


Previously, however, to producing these| 


future state. The reasonings, falsely so called, 
immortality of the soul, are too absurd and 
foolish to meritan answer. We have convers- 
ed with the hoary headed traitor to every ra- 
tional principle, and heard with pity and aston- 
ishment, premises, which outraged every 


to the truth of every occurrence, which hap-/ evidences, it is proper to examine into the|principle which is found within the pale of 


pens out of his reach, or beyond his sight? If 
30, we think him in a very doubtful state; but 
if he ever suffers his judgment, or any of his 
mental faculties, to wander from home, and 
assent to the truth of any proposition, thing or 
principle, beyond the sphere of his own action, 
or out of sight of the “ smoke of his own 
chimney,’ we think he can believe a little 
more, without absolutely forfeiting his reputa- 
tion for prudence nd sagacity. Does he be- 
lieve there is a God, the maker and upholder| 
of all things ? Then he believes that God made | 
him, and upholds him. Does he believe that | 
he has faculties of mind superior to matter, 
powers of perception, comparison, and judg- 
ment to decide, relative to the comparative im- 
portance, or utility of things, one with another? 
tle must believe God gave him these powers 
and perceptions ; and if they are useful, he 
must believe God gave them to him that he 
might use them. Does he make use of them, 
ind does he not find that they are correct, and 
under certain restrictions which are imposed 
by his reason, a power which God gave him, 
he can rely with certainty on his own, and the 
udgment and testimony of others? This mach 
sranted, and we believe it cannot be denied, the 
Deist is under an imperious obligation, found- 
ed on the deductions of his own premises, and 
the fruit of his own principles, to believe every 
thing relating to his God, which is based on 
evidence of equal weight and veracity, with that 
evidence, which has already and repeatedly 
produced his assent and belief from others. 
We believe it is absolutely tmpossible to dis- 
prove these premises. They are compatible 
with every principle of reason,—they are 
sanctioned by the experience of ages.—and it 
is on these premises, or these principles, that 
mankind by universal consent govern them- 
selves in all the ordinary and useful concerns 
of life. Nay more,—we appeal to Deists 
themselves for the truth of these declarations; 
and if they deny them, they know, that in so 
doing they will give the lie to all their motives 
and actions! We repeat it,—this can never 
be controverted,—here is strong ground from 
which we never can be driven, so long as the 
power of judging is delegated to man, or rea- 
son shall continue to assist, or govern his con- 
clusions! We now request the attention of our 
correspondent to the evidences we shall pro- 
duce im favour of the declaration, that the 








situation of mankind anterior to the promulga-| rationality. 


tion of the Scriptures, and to prove by tius 
inquiry, the falsity of the declaration of Deists, 
that “all revelation was unnecessary.’’ We 
believe, that for a thing to be proved to be un- 
necessary, it must be proved, that its introduc- 
tion, or use, would not produce the least ad- 
vantage. Now, if Deists could prove, that a 
revelation from God to man could do no good; 
or that what we call a revelation from God to 
man, hus done no good, they would be correct, 
but until they prove this, we think their decla- 


ration is entitled to no credit whatever. Greece} 


and Kome, according to the position of !s'sts, 
could not be benefited by a revelauon from 
heaven. They stood pre-eminent in their 
knowledge of the arts and sciences. Even in 
our day, their eloquence and accomplishments 
are a theme of wonder and astonishment to 
many; and their knowledge of languages is 
considered a criterion to guide the scholar, 
and their arts a rule to instruct and amuse the 
learned. It cannot therefore be pretended, 
that they were ignorant of those things which 
are taught by nature, independent of revela- 
tion; or that they did not improve the means 
which nature afforded them, seeing they far 
outstripped the then other nations of the earth, 
and equalled, if not exceeded in many things, 
the present civilized world. To what shall 
we impute this improvement, so far exceeding 
other nations of their day? If we ask the 
Atheist, he will tell us, that it was ‘ all the 
eflect of chance.”” But the Deist, to preserve 
his consistency as a rational creature, and not 
deny his own premises, for he believes in God 
the Creator, must acknowledge,that the Greeks 
and Romans received knowledge from God; 
that God gave them their faculties of mind, by 
which they scanned his works, and from the 
works of God, or nature, they derived their 
knowledge. We think it, therefore, evident, 
that nature cannot teach man any thing foreign 
to, or beyond nature. And if man is immortal, 
wis necessary that the immortal God should 
reveal himself to man, and man to himeelf. 
Were man the creature of an hour, was the 
earth his origin, home and end, the case would 
be altered. A revelation concerning things, 
which were in every respect foreign or irrele- 
vant to him, would be useless. And if man is 
immortal, and destined to another state and) 
mode of being, a revelation of that state and| 


This can be nothing less than 
insanity. From whence, then, proceeded the 
knowledge of the sages of Greece and Rome? 
Ans. From nature,—From whence proceeded 
nature? Ans. From God! Nature is the instru- 
meutin the hands of the Creator, of informing 
his creatures. Nature is a revelation of the 
being, attributes and purposes of God. But 
that man of himself should learn of nature all 
that is necessary of the being, attributes and 
purposes of God, is contrary to the history and 
experience of all the nations who have ever 
inhabited this globe. The state of knowledge 
of Greece and Kome in their greatest im- 


the being, character and purposes of God, as 
related to themselves in their situation as im- 
mortal and accountable creatures, is an incon- 
trovertible argument against the position, that 
a further revelation froin God was unnecessary. 
Among the Grecian philosophers, Socrates stood 
pre-eminent; and it is well known, that even 
with him,the immortality of the soul was rather 
a matter of speculation, than certainty; and 
that he rather hoped than believed, and wish- 
ed than expected ittrue. And when it is con- 
sidered that Socrates and*his associates ex- 
pressed their conviction, that a revelation was 
necessary to instruct man relative to a future 
state or the method of worshipping his Maker, 
and itis likewise considered, that there exist- 
ed an astonishing diflerence between Socrates 
and the common people of Greece in point of 
information, the profound ignorance of a large 
proportion of the ancients tn things relating to 
God and futurity, must be abundantly manifest. 
Even Socrates, the wisest of them all, while 
dying, enjoined it upon his friends to sacrifice 
a fowlto Esculapius. If we take into conside- 
ration their temples dedicated to idols; their 
numerous Deities, their superstition, and the 
confidence they placed in the answers of ora- 
cles, and in signs and auguries, it will be evi- 
dent that they had much to learn, and possessed 
nothing which could any way enlighten or in- 

struct them. If we turn to Rome, the seat of 
empire and the arts, we shall find the most as- 

tonishing ignorance of every thing relating te 

God and futarity. The declaration of Seneca, 

one of the wisest of the Romans, * That death 

is nothing, and reduces every thing to nothing, 





and that the tranquillity of the dead is the same 
with that of those who are not born,—and that 





provement, and their profound ignorance of 
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at death we return tothe elements whence we 


came, and lose all personal existence;’’* is, 


at best, but a negative and gloomy consolation, 
Is there a modern infidel who would pride 
himself upon giving birth to the sentiments of 
Zeno, that pityis unworthy of a wise man? 
** That external things are neither good nor 
evil; and that to be stretched on a rack, or to 
repose on a bed of roses, are, to a wise man, 
matters of equal and absolute indifference’ 
From this principle it would require no pro- 
found skill in logic, and the Stoics were deep 
Jogicians, to infer, that, by robbing a wise man 
of his money, cutting off his leg or arm, steal- 
ing his child, or murdering his friend, they only 
took that from him on which he set no value 
That men ought to be resigned to the divine 
will, but that, when any thing vexed them, 
they had an undoubted right to make away with 
themselves, after the example of Zeno, who 
in a pet hanged himself, because he had hurt 
his finger!’’} Cicero, who is held in as high 
estimation as any of the Romans, testified, that 
“the greater part of those whom antiquity 
honoured with the name of philosophers, were 
men of loose principles and bad morals. Many 
of them disgraced human reason by their 
profligate tenets and sophistical wrangling; and 
some of them, by their impudence, bufloonery, 
and beastliness, were a disgrace to human na- 
tore."’ Where should we in our days expect 
to find, except among the Hottentots and Pa- 
gans, men examining and consulting the entrails 
of animals, and seeking from their appearance, 
and from the flight of birds, counsel and advice 
to guide and direct them in their most impor- 
tant transactions ? And such was the practice 
of these celebrated and enlightened Komans, 
when Rome was at the greatest pitch of her 
grandeur, and at the height of her power, 
giving laws to kings, and ruling the then civil- 
ized, as well as the barbarian world. 

It must, therefore, be conceded, that the 
ancient Greeks and Komans, especially their 
philosophers, and learned men, possessed all 
the knowledge which could be derived from 
nature unassisted by revelation. If this ts not 
the case, where shall we find facts or premises 
to prove the contrary. If we go to the other 
pations cotemporafy with the Greeks and 
Romans, we find asad picture of ignorance, 
superstition, idolatry, and depravity. We find 
man, whom God placed at the head of his 
creatures, ignorant of his destination; super- 
stitiously worshipping idols, the work of men’s 
hands,—deifying beasts and reptiles, and guilty 
of the most flagitious and abominable crimes 
and impurities. Is it not astonishing, that men 
can be found, professing to be wiser than their 
fellows, who, notwithstanding all these facts 
relative to the ignorance of mankind, declare, 
that their condition could not be improved, or 
what is the same, that any revelation from 
God was unnecessary ’ 

That God revealed to the people called 
Jews, a knowledge of his being. attributes and 
purposes, by bis prophets, whom he inspired 
with this knowledge, is a fact, which admits 
of the strongest possible proof. And that the 
Jews have preserved this knowledge, which 
God communicated through the medium of his 

rophets, in that book called the Scriptures, o1 
Old Testament, is likewise susceptible of the 
strongest possible proof. And that’ i:fe and 
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immortality are brought to light by the gospel” 
‘of Jesus Christ, who was God manifest in the 
| flesh, is likewise a fact, which can be proved, 
ibeyond the possibility of refutation. There is 
‘lone fact, which Deists are compelled to admit; 
and which, once admitted, destroys in a mo- 
ment all the force of their arguments and 
objections. Itis the fact, that the book called 
the Bible or Old Testament, ts a book of great 
antiquity. They know that it is in vain to deny 
it. Necessity, therefore, has extorted from 
them a confession, which leaves them without 
any foundation for their positions and declara- 
tions. They are likewise obliged to acknow- 
ledge that the Jews ore an ancient people; that 
they have been identified as a distinct nation, 
more than two thousand years. These facts once 
acknowledged, and acknowledged they must be, 
and Deism totters to its foundation. The infi- 
del has no longer any hope of victory, but must 
quit the field, or leave his carcass where thou- 
sands of his progenitors in unbelief have fal- 
len before him. It is notorious, that every 
position which the Deist assumes defeats him- 
self. The Deist professes to believe, that 
miracles are impossibilities. He declares, 
that they are contrary to nature. Consequent- 
ly, nothing short of the Omnipotent power 
of God can produce a miracle. To foretel 
future events is contrary to nature; it, there- 
fore, constitutes a miracle. There is no man 
in possession of his reason who will pretend to 
tell with exactness any thing which shall 
happen 2000 years hence. And no Deist will 
pre-ume to deny, but that the Old Testament 
has been written 2000 years at least. And no 
Deist can deny that the bible contains a pro- 
phecy relative to the Jews, of a most surpris- 
ing nature, which has been fulfilled, and is 
continually fulfilling before their eyes every 
day of their liyes. Deists make no distinction 
or limitation in their objections to, or denial 
of the Scriptures. In this one particular they 
are necessarily consistent. Therefore, if only 
a small part of the Scriptures can be support- 
ed, or proved to be truth, they are under obli- 
gations to show a want of connexion and 
positive disagreement in the remainder; for 
the presumption, even in this case, would be 
strong against them. But when if is consider- 
ed that the Bible is one great outline, and that 
this outline is interwoven one part with another, 





cessity, supposes the truth of the whole, and 
it inevitably follows, that any prominent part 
of the Scriptures which is of necessity true, 
guarantees the truth of the rest, in propor- 
tion as itis connected with the rest. We pre- 
sume even Deists themselves will acknow- 
ledge, if they will take the trouble to read the) 
Bible in order, as they would read any history, | 
the manifest connexion and agreement in what 
‘o them might appear its most prominent parts. 
Aud they would likewise be necessitated to 
acknowledge, that the nation called Jews or 
israelites, are mentioned in the Scriptures, 
and their history so closely interwoven with 
the general contents of the Scriptures, and 
the purpose which the Scriptures testifies is 
the purpose of God is likewise connected 
with their history, and the whole so blended 
and united, that to sever that part relating to 
the Jews from the Scriptures, they would be 
ieft in a very imperfect and unconnected state; 
therefore. if these premises are true, and for 





tius. 














and to the rational world of mankind, wit), 
out distinction of religion, sect, or party, it 
follows of consequence, that if that part of 
the Scriptures is truth, which relates to these 
Jews or Israelites, that the remainder is like. 
wise as worthy of credit as any revelation cap 
be which mankind accredit, without positive 
testimony evident to their own senses, and js 
deserving of belief, until proved to be fa'se. 
e, therefore, declare, that the 28th chap. of 
Deuteronomy, and the Jews or Israelites, and 
they are both evident, and obvious to our 
senses,ts an incontrovertible evidence in favour of 
the declaration, ‘* That the Scriptures are a 
revelation from God.” We challenge all the 
Deists in creation to produce any thing, which 
has even the shadow of resemblance, which, 
by any reasonable construction, can be con. 
sidered as a parallel. And we appeal to the 
consciences of Deists themselves, for the truth 
of the declaration, that all creation does not 
contain a parallel! We have said this prophecy 
was written 2000 years ago; we appeal to the 
consciences of those Deists, who are conver- 
sant with books and ancient history, whether 
they do not believe that this book, containing 
this prophecy, was written more than 3000 
years ago! We mean that part of the Scrip- 
tures, designated as the book of Deuteronomy. 
Deists pretend,that the Scriptures were written 
by men, without any command or advice from 
God relative to them. If Deists believe, that a 
man, or any number of men, could write the 
history of a nation, for 3000 years, and not 
miss one particular in their account of what 
should befall 90 generations of men, and this 
written before these 90 generations of men 
were born, they have more credulity than all! 
the superstitious and ignorant of all nations, 
kindreds, tongues and people, in the world, 
have had before them. And further, they be- 
lieve that to be truth, which their own constant 
experience, and the experience of every 
person of whom they have the least knowledge, 
tells them, in strong and impressive language, is 
FALSE! We consider this evidence to be 
conclusive. It sets even skepticism at defiance; 
and admits of no possibility of misconstruction, 
for the facts are obvious to all, and all must 
acknowledge them; and of the two, it is far 
more consistent and rational to believe the 








the truth of them we appeal to the Scriptures 


prophecy to be truth, and to be prophecy, than 


to that degree, that the truth of a part, of ne-|to acknowledge the fact, which must be done, 


and outrage every rational principle to account 
for it! Our correspondent is requested to tu n 
to the 2d Number of this paper, 6th and 7th 
pages, where this prophecy relative to the Jew- 
ish nation is more particularly considered. 
Our correspondent says, he does not sec 
evidence sufficiently clear to believe in the 
divinity of Christ. We think it important in 
this inquiry, to understand the meaning of the 
words we use. It is our opinion that the word 
divinity, as applied to Christ, is differently un- 
derstood by different persons. Now, we be- 
lieve it means emphaticably, that the Divine, 
Eternal and uncreated God, dwelt in Christ; 
and that Christ's divinity, is this Divine, Eter- 
ual and uncreated God, who is before all 
things—and by, and of whom, are all things, — 
to whom alone be glory for ever. Amew! Any 
thing short of this reduces Christ to a level 
with man. More than this cannot be! There 
is no medium,—it is either God, orman. We, 
therefore, understand our correspondent te 
say, that he cannot understand how Carist can 
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We do not make this arrangement with 


be God. t 
a view to mislead our correspondent, or to avoid 
any supposed difficulty which mignt arise from his 
arrangement; but we can see 00 other possibie 
shape, in which the question under consideration 


can be viewed We believe the word divine, strict- 
ly speaking, can only with propriety be applied to 
God the Creator. Andif God the Creator dwelt 
in Christ, there was a union and oneness, an indi 

visible, and indissoluble affinity and union between 
God the Spirtt, and man, or human nature in the 
person of Christ, who is the Head of human nature, 
and the Head of every man. To prove this, we 
shall not quote many passages. We think, that 
ONE, if understood, is as good as an hundred ; for 
except all the declarations of Christ are true, not 
one of them is entitled to the least consideration ; 
for we have no rule to mark the distinction, if there 
is a distinction. Therefore, all, or none are to be re- 
ceived. Christ declared, “I and the Father are 
ONE!” It is not in the power of human reason to 
conceive a more stmple unequivocal declaration than 
this. And if the Deist, or any other man refuses 
his assent to the truth of Christ’s declaration on 
account of what to him may appear mysterious in 
this union, we reply, that on the same principle he 
may refuse to believe that his soul and body are unit- 
ed; for one is as mysterious as the other! It is well 
worthy of remark, that man can only judge of 
cause from effect,—there never lived a man who 
could judge of effect from the cause. For a man 
to attempt to reason and judge a priori, would be 
attended with the same success, which has reward 

ed the efforts of the many, who have laboured (not 
to find, for that could easily be done, but) to make 
a motion which should be = pores If Deists 
were to reason a posteriori, and where they find 
effect, acknowledge a prior and producing cause ; 
and would honestly confess, what to them must 
of necessity be evident, that the cause must be 
greater than the effect, we firmly believe there would 
not be a Deist on this globe, —NO! NOT ONE !— 
And more,—We believe, if mankind universally 
were to observe this only possible correct rule of 
construction, there would not be found one man, 
who believed in an unmerciful God, infinite sin, or 
never-ending misery! We do not recollect any 
Deist who has denied the fact, that Christ was 
crucified at the time, and in the manner related by 
his disciples. It would he in vain to deny this. It 
must be acknowledged; there is no other alterna- 
tive. In our opinion, this fact, once acknowledged, 
and Deism is without one solitary hold to retreat to. 
The cause is worse than hopeless; it is a mere 
chimera, a delusion. For this Jesus, whom they 
acknowledge was crucified, dead and buried; was 
afterwards seen alive, by five hundred men at one 
time; and his apostles declared to his murderers, 
publicly, that he was risen from the dead, and they 
could not deny tt! And this public appeal, were 
Jesus not risen, would have produced an immediate 
and final conviction of their falsehood. 

The book entitled, the Old and New Testa- 
ments, has been handed down from one generation 
to another until the present day. And were our 
knowledge of the facets and doctrines contained 
and taught in this book altogether traditional, its 
uncertainty would be manifest’ But when it is con- 
sidered, that if it is objected that the art of printing 
was not known to the ancients, that it would have 
the same weight agaiast all history and every manu- 
script of every kind; it would, we think, even make 
Deists hesitate relative to the propriety of receiving 
itas an objection. There is one very remarkable 
fact, which is worthy of serious attention, that there 
is no book, or manuscript extant, written in, or near 
the age of Christ and his apostles, denying the 
truth of the events stated to have happened in the 
gospels of Matthew, Mark, Luke, or John. How is 
this to be accounted for? Were the events which 
the evangelists record of such public notoriety, that 
no man ventured to deay them? Or shall we sup- 
pose, that they were written against, and the manu- 
scripts lost or destroyed? That the first believers 
in Christ would answer and refute any writing 
which in their day appeared against their Lord and 
his gospel, we think does net admit of a doubt. 
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And the circumstance of a believer in Christ, who 
lived after the days of the apostles, answering an 
unbeliever, and copying all the work he wrote 
against, and by that means preserving it with 
his own, which has descended to our day, is, we 
think, good proof, that very few in the early ages 
of Christianity had the hardihood to publicly 
deny, what was well known to be truth. And fur- 
ther, had such writings existed, and if they by some 
untoward circumstances were doanipel, still it is 
almost impossible but some of the many works 
which have existed to our day, would have noticed 
them. It is notorious that the Jews, so far from 
denying the miracles of Christ, admitted them 
from necessity, but attributed them to a power, 
which they asserted Christ derived from devils. 
How, then,could those things be denied, which were 
so evident and public, that even Christ's bitterest 
foes and murderers were obliged to confess were 
truth, and who availed themselves of the only possi- 
ble method to discountenance Christ, by accusing 
him of being in allegiance with devils.—There is 
one fact, which speaks volumes in favour of the 
divinity of Christ, and which is of itself a complete 
refutation of the Unitarian heresy which is attempt- 
ed to be promulgated and proved in this city,—it > 
stroys in a moment all the quibbles of these system 
makers, and leaves them unsupported by every 
thing but their own vanity!—namely,—The Jews, 
who were cotempurary with Christ, and who heard 
his declarations from his own mouth, declared, that 
He, being, in their opinion, man, made himself God. 
And the declaration of Christ, which is in perfect 
conformity with the declaration of the Jews, name- 
ly,“ 1,and my Father are ONE!” is an incon- 
trovertible argument against those idolaters, who 
distinguish themselves as Trinitarians, and who 
declare, that Christ and the Father are THREE! 
Relative to the divinity of Christ, it »'-~ds or 
falls with the Scriptures. And there it be 
reater folly or inconsistency, than to admn —ne, and 
> oe the other! It is, we think, conclusive, that 
Christ told the Jews, that he was greater than 
Jonah, or Solomon, and before Abraham. And 
assumed the title or appellation, which belongs to 
God alone ; and told the Jews, “ If you believe not, 
that I Am, ye shall die in your sins.” From which 
it is evident, that the sins alluded to, is the sin of 
unbelief, that Christ is God, agreeable to the decla- 
ration of Christ, that the Holy Spirit the Comfort- 
er, would “ reprove the world of sin, because the 
believe notcn me.” And Christ’s declaration, “ If 
you believe not that I Am,” must either prove, that 
the Holy Spirit, which is God, will reprove the 
world for doing right, if Christ is not divine, or 
God, for the world and the Jews do not believe 
that he is God.—Consequently, if the world believ- 
ed Christ was the | Am, or Father, or God, they 
would not be reproved by the Holy Spirit! If this 
is not conclusive, there is no such thing as language 
ever meaning any thing,—and it is impossible to 
arrange words in such 2 manner, as to express any 
thing or principle with certainty! Reason teaches 
us, that the fesh and bones of the visible body of 
Christ, as he appeared to the Jews, was not God, 
any more than a man’s visible body is his spirit! 
And Christ himself corroborates this; for after he 
had risen from the dead, he said to his disciples, 
“A spirit hath not flesh and bores as ye see me 
have.” Consequently, the visible body of Christ 
was not God. And when Thomas, one of his 
disciples, who would not believe, except he could 
* put his finger into the print of the nails, and thrust 
his hand into his side,” after satisfying himself in 
these particulars, acknowledged Christ, by saying, 
“My Lord, anu my God.” Had Christ been a 
creature, he would have rebuked Thomas for thus 
exalting him to an equality with the Highest He 
would have said, “ See thou do it not; for lam a 
creature like yourself” Instead of this, he declared 
to the Jews, with high, and I may add, with au- 
thority which alone belongs to Jehovah, “ If ye 
believe not that I AM! ye shall die in your sins!” 
Our correspondent can now see the advantage 
which results from this belief. For it is impossible 
for a man to believe that “ Christ is the Saviour of 
the world, of al men, of every man,” without be- 
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lieving that Christ is God ; for God only can save ; 
and it is impossible for a man to believe this, with 
out believing God or Christ is his Saviour ;—there- 
fore, he canvot die in his sins,—for he believes 
Christ has saved him from his sins. Here alone is 
certainty. For it is impossible for any man to be- 
lieve, except the suggestions of the most egregious 
vanity is belief, that he is saved from his sins by 
Christ, except he believes that Christ is the Saviour 
of all men! We repeat it,—there is no other alter- 
native, —God the Saviour of all men,—or, the man 
saves himself,—or is like a good Pharisce, humble 
enoug)i to believe that he is better than the Publican, 
and tis vanity for the time being in his own opinion 
cheats the devil! If there is any other way of salva- 
tion discovered, we should like to hear of i. 

The fact, that Christ healed the sick,restored sight 
to the blind, and feet to the lame ; and whose voice 
even pierced the ear of the dead, and restored [Ve to 
the unconscious putrid mass, which constituted al! 
the remains of Lazarus, was attested by men, who 
persisted in their declaration to the last moment of 
their lives, and finally suffered death in defence of 
what they believed and knew to be truth. There 
has been instances of men, who have suffered death, 
rather than betray their friends and violate their ho- 
nour, but we believe the annals of the world cannot 
furnish a solitary instance of a man, who ever, per- 
sisted to the last moment in affirming to the truth of 
what he knew to be false, and who suffered death, 
for lying, when he might have lived by acknowledg- 
ing the truth ! What can human reason or ingenuity 
conceive, Which could operate as a motive to induce 
twelve men to declare, that Jesus Christ, whom the 
Jews publicly crucified and killed, was risen from 
the dead, and to sufler the most cruel, constant, and 
afflicting suffering and opprobrium, and finally to 
submit to death in its most appalling forms; what, 
but a sense of duty, a firm conviction of the 
truth of their declarations, could arm them with 
resolution to bear up against a world of persecutors 
and foes? Noth‘ng short of truth could have sup- 

orted them under such tremendous circumstances. 

here is but one way to get by this,—and that is 
boldly to assert, that these men could not tell black 
from white, and did not know what they were talk- 
ing about! This would — them idiots at 
once. Then the grand difficulty would be to ac- 
count for the circumstance of idiots conducting, 
with such astonishing fortitude and consistency, 
which would exceed human reason to account for, 
and even credulity itself to believe. Is it possi- 
ble to conceive of a number of men, foregoing all 
the enjoyments of domestic life and society, and 





voluntarily enduring hardships, persecution and 
death, with no other motive to stimulate them, 
but the propagation of a falsehood, so evident, (tor 
evident it must have been if Christ had been an im- 
poster, aod not risen from the dead,) that all the 
world would ery shame upon them for this lying 
effrontery, and which could not benefitthem in the 
least possible manver imaginable? If a man is not 
entitled to belief, when he seals his declaration with 
his heart's blood, and persists in bis affirmation to his 
last breath, amidst the most excruciating torments 
which imagination can conceive, tere neither is, nor 
can be any such thing as evidence,—and we may, 
nay We must, not only question, but disbelieve the 
convictions of our own judgment, and deny the evi- 
dences of our own senses,—nay more, | would deny 
my own existence; my doubts should fix me to 
the earth,—-and | would die an inripen, and rota 
FouL! 
(To be concluded next week ) 
— 
COMMUNICATION. 


For the Gospel Herald. 


Mr. Eprror,—If you should think the following 
extract, taken from Rev. Mr. Evinan’s Stricn oF 
ALL DENOMINATIONS, Worthy of a place iw your 
paper, it may be the means of informing some. that 
many worthy men have espoused the sentiment of 
the universal and unchangeable love of God towards 
man, who were not members of a Universalist 
Society; yet they were not afraid to acknowledge 








their faith before an unregenerate aod unmererful 
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generation. The Author says, * The Universalists, by uniting the leading doctrines of both, as far as| merciesare over all his works.” Our corresponden{ 
properly so called, are those, who believe, that as|they are found in the Scriptures” In justice, can| quotes first, the Ist chap. Mark, 14th 15th, verses. 
Christ died for ail, so before he shail have delivered either of the contending parties ask more? What|“ Now, alter that John was put in prison, Jesus 
up his mediatorial kingdom to the Father, ald shall did the great Apostle to the Gentiles demand of| came into Galilee, preaching the gospel of the king- 
be brought to a participation of the benefits of his the believers in his day ? He said, * Follow me, as I dom of God, and saying, The time is fulfilled, and 
death, in their restoration to holiness and happiuess. | follow Christ.” And Universal salvation is inevitably | the kingdom of God is at hand,—repent ye, and 
Their scheme includes a reconciliation of the tenets | the consequence of the union of the sentiments of believe the gospel.” Repenting is turning They 
of Calvinism and Aroinianism, by uniting the lead-| Calvinism and Arminianism, so far as they are both! were asked to repent, or turn, aud to believe, &e 
ing doctrines of both, as far as they are found in the | found in the Scriptures. Therefore, the Universa-| consequently, that which they were required to be 
Scriptures, from which union they think the senti-/ lists only hold to the truths which are found existing! lieve was the reverse of that wiich they were re- 
ment of universal restoration naturally ows ‘Thus/in each of their systems ; and when Calvinists con-| quired to turn from. [tis well known that the 
they reason.—The Arminian proves from Serip |demn the Universalist sentiment, they condemn at | Jews believed none would be saved but themselves, 
ture that God is love; that he is good to all; that) least ene half of their own system. “And also the and their nation. And the gospel of the kingdom of 
his tender mercy is over all his works; that he gave| Arminians, when they condemn the same sentiment, God is, “ That all nations whom God hath made 
his Sen for the world; that Christ died for the/they stand in the same predicament with their | shall come and worship before him.” That “ Jesus 
world,—even for the whole world,and that God will) neighbours, the Calvinists; and their uniting to deny | by the grace of God tasted death for every man ; 
have all men to be saved. The Calvinist proves also| Universal salvation, is nothing more nor less, than and is the Saviour of ail men.” Christ, surely 











from reps, me that God is without vartableness or! denying all the truth which exists in their own’ would not have asked the Jews to believe this gos- 


shadow of turning ; that his love, like himself, alters) 
not; that the death of Christ will be eflicacious to 
wards all for whom it was intended ; that God will 
perform all his pleasure, and that his counsel shall 
stand. The union of these Scriptural principles, is} 
the final restoration of all men. ‘Taking the prin-| 
ciples of the Calvinists and Arminians separately, 
we find the Calvinist teaching, or at least inferring, 
that God doth not love all; but that he made the 
greater part of men to be endless monuments of his 
wrath; the Arminian declaring the love ef God to 
all; but admitting his final failure of restoring the 
greater part. ‘he God of the former is great in 
power and wisdom, but deficient in goodness, and ca- 
pricious in his conduct. Who that views the charac- 
ter, can sincerely love it? The God of the latter is 
exceeding good, but deficient in power and wis- 
dom,—who can trust such a being? If, therefore, 
both Calvinists and Arminians love and trust the 
Deity, it is not under the character which their seve- 
ral systems ascribe to him; but they are constrained 
to hide the imperfections which their views cast 
upon him, and boast of a God, whose highest glory 
their several schemes will not admit.” 

The Author further observes, “ The Universalists 
teach the doctrine of election; but nol in the exciu- 
sive Calvinistic sense of it. They teach that God 
has chosen some for the good of all;—and that his 
final purpose towards all, is intimated by his calling 
his elect the first born and the first fruits ot his 
creatures ; which, say they, implies other branches 
of his, family, and a further ingatheving of the har- 
vestol mankind. They suppose the Universal doc- 
trines to be the most consunant to the perfections 
of the Deity ;—most worthy of the character of 
Christ, as the Mediator;—and that the Scriptures 
cannot be made consistent with themselves, upon 
any other plan. They teach, that ardent love to 
God, peace, meekness, candour, and universal love 
to men, are the natural result of their views. This 
doctrine is not new. Origen, a Christian father who 
lived in the third century, wrote in favour of it. St. 
Augustine of Hippo, mentions some divines in his 
day, whom he calls the merciful doctors, who held 
it. The German Baptists, many of them, even be- 
fore the reformation, propagated it. The Minnoni- 
tes in Holland have long held it. In England, about 
the latter end of the seventeenth century, Dr. Rust, 
Bishop of Dromore, in Ireland, published a letter of 
resolutions concerning Origen, and the chief of 
his opinions, in which it has been thought he favour- 
ed the Universal doctrine which Origen held. Mr 
Jeremiah White wrote in favour of the same senti- 
ments soon afterwards. The Chevalier Ramsay, in 
his elaborate work of the Philosophical Principles 
ef Natural and Revealed Religion, espouses it -Arch- 
bishop Tillotson supposes future punishment to be 
of limited duration ; as does Dr. Burnet, master of 
the Charter-House, in his book on the state of the 
dead. But the writers of late years, who have de- 


fended the subject most fully, are Dr. Newton, |if 


Bishop of Bristol, Mr. Stonehouse, rector of Isling- 
ton, Dr. Chauncy, Dr. Hartly, in his profound work 
on man, Mr. Purvis of Edinburgh,—and man 

more names | have omitted for the sake of brevity.” 
The Author makes one very remarkable observa- 
tion, and not more so than true, in his introduction, 
where he says, “ Their scheme includes a reconcilia- 
tion of the tenets of Calvinism and Arminianism, 


systems! J. B. 
—~> 


For the Gospel Herald. 


Mr Eprror,—In the 15th number of the Gospel 
Herald, you say, “ There is now an opportunity for 
the believers in a conditional salvation to come for- 
ward and prove it such.” [ am, Sir, a plain woman, 
and write not for the sake of writing, but for the 
truth. Reason as well as revelation teaches, that 
our salvation is conditional. Suppose a beggar was 
to ask you for a piece of bread, and you gave it to 
him, would he have obtained it, if he had not asked 
for it?) The coudition is asking for the bread, but 
not meriting it. Jesus Christ and his apostles 
preached a conditional salvation. Mark Ist chap. 
lath, 15th verses, Acts 2d chap. 38th verse, 10th 
chap 34th, 35th verses, 16th chap. 51st verse, Isaiah 
55th chap. Ist verse. If there are no conditions, 
why are we commanded to believe, and renent. 

Mary. 
ANSWER. 

We respectfully ask the attention of our corres- 
pondent, to the following, as an illustration of the 
subject, and an answer to her question, &c. Suppose 
a man rich beyond conception in all the necessaries 
and comforts of life, and within the sphere of his 


naked,” aud at the same time so ignorant as to 
imagine they are rich, and can see, and are clothed; 
would they ask for that which they are ignorant of 
standing in need of ? And if they become sensible of 
their poverty, and of the riches of their neighbour, 
would they not ask of him to supply their need, if 
they knew his inclination to assist them was equalto 
his ability? And would not the rich man deserve any 
thing but a good name, if he, knowing their suffer- 
ing, and at the same iime their agnorance and 


would not wait to be asked to feed the hungry, or 
clothe the naked. And the beggar, were he sensi- 
ble that a man knew his wants, instead of asking, 
would wait a reasonable time for his assistance, and 
if he received nothing, might safely calculate there 
was nothing for him. If a man were to tella beg- 
gar, if you will ask bread of me, I will give you 
bread; the case would be altered. And if he 
were to add, I will not give unless you ask, the con- 
dition would be plainly stated. Are we to sup- 
pose, that God has made eternal life conditional, 
and the condition to consist in asking God to give 
us eternal life? The Scriptures, it is true, de- 
clare, that if ye ask, ye shall receive; but the 
Scriptures do not declare, that none shall receive, 
but those who ask. So far from this, God has 
declared, “ before they call, Iwill answer. I am 
found of those that sought me not.” And God call 

ed to the rebellious still-vecked Israelites, saying, 
“ Return unto me, for | have redeemed thee.” Net, 
i you will return unto me, 1] will redeem you God, 
like a tender affectionate Father, invites his wander- 
ing deluded children to return to him; and as an 
inducement, informs them of his disposition to re- 
ceive them. He tells them to ask, lela them 
that he will give. But to infer from this, that he 
gives because they ask, and would not give without 
they asked, is highly derogatory t the character of 








that God, “ who is good fo all; and whose tender 


knowledge, beings, who are “ poor and blind, and | 


blindness, were to let them perish at his door rather | 
than give unasked of his abundance ? ‘A good man’ of the earth his possession.” 


pel if it was not true; and if it is true, all men are 
the saved of the Lord. Christ did not tell them, 
if you will believe, you shall go to heaven? And if 
you will not believe, you shall go to hell, and be 
oiserabie through all eternity. There is none of 
this conditional salvution here! 
| Our correspondent’s next quotation, is the 2d 
chap of the Acts of the apostles, 38th verse, and 
we shall take the liberty to add the next, the 39th 
verse. “Then Peter said unto them,” (unte whom * 
«ins. ‘To those who asked him what they should 
du? Not, what shall we believe?) “Peter said, 
Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the 
name of Jesus Christ, for the remission of sins, and 
ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. For 
the promise is unio you, and tu your children, and to 
ALL that are ajar off, as many as the Lord our God 
shall call.”* Peter did not say, the promise is only 
to, or for the few that are chosen! but, “to ALL 
that are afar off!” How many are afar off? ns. All 
lare afar off, that are not near) And it the promise 
'is to as many as God shall call, and at the same time 
'to all that are afar off, it then inevitably follows, that 
God calls all that are afar off! Now, we ask, what 
is the promise ? Jus. It is * kiernal life, which God. 
who cannot lie, promised before the world began.” 
| Epistle of Paul to ‘Litus, Ist chap. 2d verse. And 
Paul, in his Epistle to the Hebrews, 9th chap. 15th 
|werse, describes Christ, the Mediator of the New 
Testament, by death making the promise sure: 
(that “they which are called migit receive the pro 
| mise of eternal inheritance.” Shall any man pre 
sume to say, that God, who promises, will not per 
form? And is it possible tor any person, after 
| reading this passage carefully, to say, that the pro- 
a is made conditional? It is not pos-ible for any 
man living who understands this passage, to utter 
so greata falsehood. Christ asked, and “ received 
the heathen his inheritance ; and the uttermost parts 


(To be concluded next week) 

* Note. We earuestly entreat our correspondent to 
observe, that the promise is to as many asthe Lorp our 
God shall cail; not to as many, or any, or to those only, 
who shall call upon him! 

—»_ eo 

Errata.—In our last, the 17th Number, 65th page, 23d 
line from the top, 3d column, for “ they lay a wonderful 
distress,” read, they lay a wonderful “ stress.” In 67th 
page, 29th and 30th lines from the top, 3d co!umn, read, 
instead of “ Do they not reject, as orthodoxical,”’—Do 
they not “ receive and reject,” &c, 

— 
To Correspondents. 

We-have received another string of interrogatories, 
queries, &c from Philotheus. We think he is bound, 
either to disprove our premises by direct evidences from 
the Scriptures, or to admit them to be truth, or to ac- 
knowledge that “ his lamp is gone oul.” In our opinion, 
he hes all the inquisitiveness of Socrates, without his 
judgment or candour, His communication shall be no- 
uced in our next, and if we should occasionally ask a 
question, and quere alittle, we hope Philotheus will 
pardon us,when he considers,that ‘example is more pow- 
erful than precept "—TRANOTIKOS, in answer to the 
SINCERE INQUIRER AFTER TRUTH, shall meet 
with due attention THEOPHILUS, who has embarked 
in the same cause, shall be particularly altended to! 

Several communications were received when this pa- 
per was preparing for the press. They shali be publish 
ed without any unnecessary delay. 

















—_— a 





